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and fallen off from Hinduism. He was then taken back into the fold
by certain Brahmans of Paithana, although, as the Peshva's order says,
this was an unwarrantable proceeding.  His re-admission led to a split
in the Brahman community of the place; and then an officer of the
Government came upon the scene, and by coercion got all the Brahmans,
the excommunicated ones and the others, to sit down to dinner together.
The result, says the Peshva's order, was that the whole of the Paithana
Brahmans became excommunicated. And therefore the Sarkar, or Gov-
ernment, sent two Karkuns to administer penance wholesale to all the
Brahmans of Paithana; and this was accordingly done. The order, then,
which is addressed to the Deshmukhs and Deshpandes of Pargana
Jalnapur, after reciting all this, directs that the other Brahmans of
the Pargana, having had intercourse with the Paithana Brahmans, must
also perform due penance, according to the measure of their intercourse,
through the instrumentality of the two Government Karkuns afore-
said. This case presents several remarkable features, not the teast re-
markable of which is the severe logic by which the penance is made to
extend to all the Brahmans of a whole Pargana. The same severe logic
may be noticed in a later case, which occurred in October 1800—soon
after the deaths of Nana Fadanavis and Parshuram Bhanu Patvardhan.
It seems then to have been found out, that one  of  the  household
attendants in the Peshva's palace, who had been supposed to be a
Brahman, was in fact of a low caste—a saddler.   The man was ordered
to be punished, and penance was administered to the whole city of
Poona* that is, presumably, to the Brahmans of the place, who must
have been tben, as they are now, the large majority of the inhabitants.*1
A curious ecclesiastical case was disposed  of   by   Sadashivrav
Bhau30 at Trimbakeshwar.    The- Girl and, Puri11 sects of Gosavis
had some dispute about bathing at  Trimbakeshvar in the   Sinhastha
year—a dispute,-apparently, about which of them was to have pre-
cedence.   The dispute led, we are told, to severe fights, until Sadashiv-
rav having offered to settle the matter "on the part of the Government",
the two parties agreed, and then Sadashivrav taking hold of the hands
of the Mahants of the two rival sects, entered the sacred waters of
die Kusavarta with the two Mahants for his companions.    The two
thus entering the water together,  all    disputes   about    precedence
ceased."
"'Letters, Memoranda &c. (K.I. Sangraha), p, 523. I know of no other
source of information regarding the matter than the very short entry there.
A curious extension of the severity of the logic even to deceased persons is
suggested at Kayastha Prabhunchya Itihasachin Sadhanen (Gramanya), p. 9.
See further Letters, Memoranda &c. (K.I. Sangraha), p. 9. The passage there
ts rather .obscure.
"It seems that Sadashivrav principally managed the Peshva's affairs, Balaji
as a rule "taking it easy". See inter alia Forrest's Bombay Selections, VoL I,
pp. 121, 134, and compare Asiatic Researches, Vol. Ill, p. 91.
3lSee Prof. H. H. Wilson's Religious Sects of the Hindus, Vol. I, pp. 202-1
"See Peshva's Bakhar, pp. 68-9.

